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LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF SANTA BARBARA 
328 East Carrillo Street, Ste. A 

Santa Barbara, CA 93101 
 
 
 

June 23, 2005 
 
 

To: Eric Gillies, Staff Environmental Scientist, 
      California State Lands Commission 
Re: Scoping of EIR for the Recommissioning of Oil Production on Oil and Gas Lease  

PRC 421 
 
 The Santa Barbara League of Women Voters appreciates this opportunity to 
comment on the EIR for the proposed reactivation of PRC 421. We think it is important 
for meetings such as this to be held locally so that concerned citizens can provide input. 
Sometimes they raise issues or provide information that might otherwise not surface until 
much later in the process. 
 
 The League would like to note certain segments of the EIR which we think merit 
special attention: 

3-1   Air Quality – the project would be located close to an area that has 
become urban since oil was first produced from 421 in 1929. A few years back the 
proximity of homes made air quality problems at the nearby Ellwood Onshore Facility a 
major concern leading to numerous remediations being required there. 

3-2  Biological Resources – the scoping document notes the biological richness of the 
area; it is important to recognize also that the University of California conducts research 
in adjacent waters. The document notes the “reasonable possibility” of an oil spill. Spills 
so close to shore must be virtually impossible to contain before they impact resources. 
The League recommends mitigations such as frequent inspections of this old facility and 
a stress on training and testing of personnel to reduce the human error factor.  

3-3  Cumulative Effects – this is always an important section; people do tend to focus 
only on the project at hand. There are a number of speculative considerations here, such 
as the lease renewal of the Ellwood marine terminal and the full field development 
proposal for Platform Holly. The extension of the Gato Canyon lease in federal waters is 
another unresolved possibility. 

3-4  Alternatives Analysis – the No Project Alternative should be given careful 
consideration. Well 421-2 has leaked both methane and oil in the past and as noted its 
location is no longer remote from homes and other development. The sea wall needed 
emergency repairs last winter and the basic project was built a long time ago. Indeed, the 
appropriateness of the oil industry at Ellwood in general has been under question for 
some time.  
 
Jean Holmes, Chair 
Energy Committee 
jeanholmes@earthlink.net 



 
 
       7650 Newport Drive 
       Goleta, CA  93117 
       July 2, 2005 
 
 
 
 
Eric Gillies, Staff Env. Scientist 
California State Lands Commission 
Sacramento, CA  95825 
FAX:  (916) 574-2274 
 
Re:  Recommissioning of Oil Production on Lease PRC-421 
 
 
Dear Mr. Gillies,  
 
Following are my comments on environmental issues and alternatives on the 
subject project for consideration in the required EIR. 
 

4-1 Aesthetic & Visual Resources:  Since the beach and piers are accessed by more 
tourists and walkers than in the past, consider the impact on these resources. 
 

4-2 Air Quality:  Past owners of oil projects in the area had a very poor record for 
honesty and transparency when dealing with problems.  Many residents 
remember these struggles and odors.  The project should include the latest 
technology and methods of enforcing infractions. 
 

4-3 Hazards:  While the long-time hazards of aged equipment, human error, and lack 
of transparency seem to have improved, the greatest areas of concern for 
hazards would be air quality (affecting thousands of residents), explosion, tanker 
accident, oil on the beach and/or airplane crash for people at the golf course, the 
Bacara, the new residences on Comstock property, Ellwood School, the Onshore 
Terminal property, and Isla Vista School and beaches east of the piers. 
 

4-4 The information acquired at the two workshops on how the new oil would be 
transported was not consistent.  Will the oil be piped to the Onshore Terminal 
or?  Will the oil be piped to Los Flores?  The oil currently piped down 
Hollister/Canon Green must be carefully monitored to protect human health and 
safety.  The EIR should detail the hazards and identify the safest method(s). 
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4-5 Venoco has been asked for a map of the all the pipes in the ground around the 
Onshore Terminal/ It has not been provided.  This is of more importance since 
the University of CA is planning to build hundreds of residences around the 
Onshore Terminal and the existing residential neighborhoods and Isla Vista 
School.   Please provide analysis on the additional truck transport trips required 
for the new oil.  Please provide analysis on the subject of the safety of the large, 
old tanks/metal fatigue/H2s at the Onshore Terminal.    
 

4-6 In closing, please analyze the Alternative of “No Project with Removal of the 
Piers.”  The Hazards seem to outweigh any benefit to the thousands of people 
living around these oil industry facilities.   
 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Kathleen Gebhardt 
 
Sent by fax and email 
7/2/05 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Citizens for Goleta Valley 
P.O. Box 1564, Goleta, CA 93116-1564 

 
 
 

 
July 5, 2005 
 
Eric Gilles, Staff Environmental Scientist 
California State Lands Commission 
Via email gillie@slc.ca.gov 
 
Recommissioning of Oil Production on Oil and Gas Lease PRC 421, Shoreline Piers 
Dear Mr. Gillies,  
 
Citizens for Goleta Valley is a grass roots organization that is primarily focused on land use 
planning policies that protect our quality of life: the air we breathe, our water, protection of 
wildlife on our communities. Because oil and gas excavation and production impacts all of these 
qualities, we have been involved regular participants of the Environmental Coalition, a group 
that monitors oil development to make sure all regulations are strictly enforced. We are 
submitting these scoping comments for the subsequent Environmental Impact Report (EIR) on 
the proposed resurrection of Lease 421, and hope they make this process more comprehensive.  
 

5-1 On page 1 of the NOP, there is a projection of a 12 year lifespan, if 421 returns to production. 
What data supports this table? At a recent meeting with Venoco, they said that they had been 
intermittently draining oil from this site. Is that correct?  
Who has owned these piers over the years?. What historical data do have on excavation from this 
site? What maintenance records? When the wells were shut down in  1993, did Venoco do any 
maintenance on the site, once they took possession?  
 

5-2 The site has recently been repaired, with an emergency permits. What is the structural integrity 
of both piers? How has that integrity been evaluated? As I understand it, this is the last onshore 
facility in California. Why have other onshore sites been abandoned?  
Where will the 200 kVA be buried? Will this impact the shoreline? Will the work to 
recommission impact recreation opportunities along the shore and the surrounding area? If so, 
what will those impacts be? Will any of the upgrade on current equipment or construction of new 
equipment for this recommissioning take place in the shoreline or sand? If so, what will the 
impacts be? What will the impacts of the trenching, needed to repair the flowline, be,? (page 11, 
2nd paragraph). What is the likelihood and subsequent impacts of the electrical cables being 
exposed?  

5-3 

5-4 Is adding equipment to the Ellwood Oil Facility (EOF) in order to accommodate this 
recommissioning, conflict with the current zoning? (non-conforming use). What noise and 
lighting impacts will the recommissioning have at the piers and at EOF? How will the water and 
commingled gas be transported to Platform Holly? What are the advantages or disadvantages of 
disposing the produced water and gas at Well 421-1 versus Holly?  

5-5 Is Line 96 also subject to non-conforming use restrictions? If so, will this additional production 
conflict with current zoning? Currently, Line 96 can leak 19 barrels of oil within a certain period 

 

mailto:gillie@slc.ca.gov


of time, before a leak is detected. How much oil can leak in what period of time before a leak is 
detected at EOF? 
 

5-6 On Page 9, paragraph 4, “One of both of the flowlines will also be coated”.  What is the impacts 
of coating or not coating one or both flowlines? On page 12, bottom, the construction period is 
described as being “very brief”. What exactly is the timeline?  
 

5-7 Will construction be allowed when it rains? If so, what conditions will minimize impacts to the 
ocean and surrounding area?  
 

5-8 The alternatives analysis will include abandonment. According to recent legislation, any new oil 
development must be pipelined. I recognize there is some debate on whether or not this is “new 
oil development”, however, pipelining this oil to the All American Pipeline, should also be an 
alternative. Hopefully, the Marine Terminal Lease question will have been settled before this 
process begins. However, one cannot assume that the lease will be renewed, or even if it is, what 
conditions will be placed on Venoco, how long they will take to implement and whether or not 
there is litigation. If recommissioning the piers is dependant on renewal of the Marine Terminal 
Lease, that should be acknowledged in this EIR.  
 
Potential Environmental Effects 

5-9 While many will point to Clean Seas as a remedy for an oil accident, I’d like to know the last 
time they were effective. When Platform Irene had a significant accident, nothing was done to 
keep the oil out of the Santa Ynez River. Dispersion is the No. 1 strategy for oil clean-up, and 
straw and rakes is the other. In addition, we are learning that oil stays longer in the environment, 
especially the sea floor, and is more toxic than previously thought. These toxins contaminate 
sealife and work their way up the food chain. The assessment for accidents must include the 
impacts of an oil spill, and how it will impact the environment for the long-term. Prince Rupert 
sound remains polluted. The EIR should reverence what data and analysis it uses to asses these 
impacts.  
 
Visual Resources: 

5-10 We recently raised $20.4 million to protect the Ellwood Mesa. The shoreline and the whole area 
are very much valued by our community. This recent effort should be considered when 
evaluating the Class if Impacts both visual and noise will have on the surrounding area.  
 
Air Quality:  

5-11 The impacts to air quality should also be considered within the context that this is a place where 
people come to recreate and find peace and quiet. As well as impact to wildlife. In addition, the 
cumulative impacts of 421, Holly and EOF should be taken into consideration, as well as 
neighboring facilities, like Las Flores.  
 
Wildlife 5-12 
Evaluation of the extent of seasonal habitat, like wetlands or certain bird species, need to be 
evaluated at the appropriate time of year. Eel grass has recently been studied along our shore, 
and least terns were nesting at Coal Oil Point Reserve last year. It is important for the EIR to 
clearly articulate when and how various species were identified.  
 
Commercial and Sports Fisheries 

 



5-13 Onshore fishing by local population is common, especially for low-income people.  
Impacts to recreation and tourist industry should be evaluated. At a recent meeting, Bacara 
representative reported that there were fumes all through Memorial Weekend. Bacara, Sandpiper 
Golf Course, Coal Oil Point Reserve and the Marine Science Institute could all be impacted. The 
MSI has a water intake system for its tanks that could be impacted in the event of a spill.  
 
Noise 

5-14 As stated above, impacts to wildlife, especially birds, should be evaluated, as well as humans.  
 
Fire 

5-15 What is the actual response time a fire truck or other emergency vehicle access the site in the 
event of an emergency?  
 

5-16 Cultural Resources were recently found at Santa Barbara Airport. What procedures will be 
followed in the event Chumash artifacts or remains are found during construction?  
 
Environmental Justice 

5-17 The Ellwood and Isla Vista Community have substantial low-income populations, that also 
include minorities. The EIR should state clearly what data was used to evaluate this component.  
 
Cumulative Effects 

5-18 The increase in asthma and other lung diseases that particularly affect children and the elderly 
should be evaluated.  
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments.  
 
Sincerely,  
Diane Conn 
Program Director 
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